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Low Offices
BENSON WEINTRAUB
Aftomey at Law
1 E. Broword Bivd. #700
Ft. Lovderdale, FL. 33301
Tell. 954.713.8018 Fax 945.745.5801
bensonweintraub@msn.com

February 26, 2007
Viia Federal Bxpress

Office of General Counsel

ENFORCEMENT DIVISION MUR# 70
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

999 E Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

COMPLAINT Ino Re The PBS&] Corp.
5300 W. Cypress Street
Tamps, Florida 33607
[EID] No. 59-1494168,
Respondent.

Dear Counsel:

Enclosed ﬁxﬁhngpuuumthU.S.C.Sﬂ?g(a)(l),ll CER. § 111.4 (2006)
is the original executed comphaint in the above-captioned matter, plus 3 copies,
submitted by the complainant, Matia M. Garcis, whom this firm represents (Sor
Privacy Act Waivez, attached).

madvameoftheﬁve(S)daysu&tumdmll

Kindly acknowledge receipt
CFR.;IliS(a),lfpnmbkand in proper scope and form, to expedite
processing and submission of additional evidence, if requested.

We respectfully request the name, direct telephone extension, and e-msil for
the staff attorey to whom this matter is assigned.
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We thank you in advance for your kind consideration.

Very truly yours,

BENSON WEINTRAUB

cc:  Paul D. Petruzzi, Eaq.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
999 E Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C, 20463
MURNo..5 903

X

In Re: 'The PBS&]) Corp.
5300 W. Cypress Street
Suite 200 COMPLAIN
‘Tampas, Flodida 33607
[EID] No. 59-1494168,

Respaondent.
X

1 OV 8261y

L
JURISDICTION

1.  This independent agency within the meaning of Tide 5, United
States Code, maintins jurisdiction and authority to investigate violations of
Fed:animnceGmpmgnhw:,ZUS.C.SS‘lSl ot nq., and implementing
regulations codified st 11 CF.R. §§ 1, ¢ sg.!

n.
PARTIES

2.  Respondent, PBS&J] Corporation and its affiliated companies
(hereafter, PBS]), is an engineering and design fiom registered with the SEC
pursuant to §§ 12(b),(g) of the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934,

' “The FECA also provides the FEC, an independent agency of the
United States government, with exclusive jusisdiction over enforcing its
provisions. Se 2 US.C. §§ 437c(b)(1), 437d(c) and 437g The FEC is
suthorized to institute investigations of possible violstions of FECA. 2 US.C.
§§ 427g(a)(1) and (2). TheFECAnhopenmn"mypeuon to file 2 signed, *29
sworn administrative with the FEC alleging a violation of FECA, s
2 US.C. § 437g(a)(1), and proscribes certain steps that must be taken in
processing an administrative complaint.” Kaaz for Congress Camw. V. FEC, 398
F.Supp.2d 26, 28-29 (D.D.C. 2005).
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A.  Cotporate & Individual Targets

3.  The former Chief Financial Officer (CFO) of PBS}, William Scott
Deloach, plead guilty, inter afi, in September 2006 to serving as an unlawful
conduit for an aggregate $11,000 political contribution to US Senator Mel
Mattinez (R-FL) in October 2004. See United States & DeLoach, ot. al, Case No.
06-20583-Cr-King (SD.Fl) in violation of 2 US.C. §§ 441f 437g(d).

Sentencing is pending, probably in mid to late March 2007,

4. This sgency should open an investigation and “matter under
review” (MUR) relative to the decades of political corruption (as summarized
below) of PBS] as a cotporate entity; moteoves, the FEC should consider
to the firm’s former CEO, Richard Wickett, as more fully set forth, safnz

B. Complainant Confesses to the United States Attorney & FBI
Regarding Her Role in Respondent’s Detailed History of
Illegal Campaign Finance Violations and Her Unrelated
Mulsi-Million Doliar Missppropeiation From PBJS In
Concert With the CFO

5. Comphinant, Maria Garcia, was employed at PBS] for
spproximately 20 years and in April 2005 self-reported to the US Attorney
for the Southem District of Florida her own role, with DeLoach and another
mdefudmt,menga@ngmapcﬂmnofdude(s}bngﬂhgdm

mchdmgmb\mementofmpondem’semployeu friends and
spouses poliﬁmlconuﬂmniomimpmedmmpondmothuwmepmscﬁbed
by law and regulation.

2 AT THE OUTSET, please note that complsinant’s knowledge of
respondent’s violation of election laws is largely histotical, beyond the criminal
statute of limitations in many cases, her testimony and evidence is largely
humnameemveandqmﬂnivemtheamlmmmaao-aM

" and the same information proffeted herein was

“ongoing
provided to the FBI and US Attomey 2-years ago.

Though the medis has reported the convening of a federal grand fjury
mupmdkwwmﬁbum:mthe&u&mm“tofﬂmda,
Cf, Rule 6(e), complainant has never been called as & witness nor does she or

her counsel have actual knowledge of such jury or ongoing investigation.
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was also the first of the charged defendants to
lelf-reponthdtoﬁcmuwtheUSAmmeymy:dmgquml
offense, conspiring to misapproptiste spproximately $20 million from PBS].
‘This conduct De[mch,GmandRounoImtaucmnohdamdm
CmNoOG-ZDSSS-Cn-K‘mg,m

118
STATEMENT OF FACTS

A. Culture of Corruption and Deliberate Lack of
Cotpotate Governance to Promote Plausible Deniablility

7.  In self-reporting her own criminality, complainant “blew the lid”
off decades of respondent’s institutionslized cotporate misconduct,

unrelated to the “missppropdation,” including lyltemstlc violation of
federal, state, and local election laws.

8.  Respondent also engaged in a routine fraudulent over billing of
the federal government and other victims, fabrication of cost multipliers and
falsification of actual employee timesheets under the direction and supervision
of the highest administrative levels at PBS].

B. Corporate Reimbursement of Employee Political
Contributions, Including Spouses and Friends, With
Express Agreement for Full Reimbursement by PBS)

9. As long as complinant can recall working at PBS] and its
predecessor companies, she observed that it was customary for the CEO
and/oe CFO, in conjunction with the Board, to direct vice presidential level
and other employees, their friends, and spouses to financially contribute to the

ign of candidates in elections on all political levels, including fon
information and belief], the fedem! level (the outcome(s) of which could

s On March 30, 2005, peﬁﬁonuweon&onﬁedbympondent’sBoud,

suditors, and, CEO with evidence of bet zole in the

shepmmpdyadnﬁmd.Atmpondent’swsheobumedcoumelw

negotiste a settlement with PBS]. But as these meetings commenced,

petitioner’s counsel had already alerted the US Attomey’s Office of the

commission of egregious cotpomte ctimes and an economic ctime by
"
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benefit PBS] commercially) with an express agreement that PBS] would
reimburse them for the political contribution.

C. Past CEO’s Role

10. Comphinant was directed for at least & year by Richard Wickett to
prepare false documentation evidencing reimbursement to the donos/
onaomcﬁcuomlbilhngbnm just as petitioner was trained to do by the top
cotporate leadesship.*

D. *“Manner and Means”

11. The amount and frequency of ¢the contdbutions and
mb\menmvmedfmmmmhbmthmdymmymﬂmu,
complainant expressly recalls some months in which approximately 80
checks/seimbursements were ‘processed;’ there might be a brief respite, and
the openstion would begin in eamest again 2 couple of months later.

E. PBS] Attempts to Obstruct Justice

12 Though complainsnt reported the misappropristion from PBS] to
the US Attomey while “restitution™ discussions were in progress between

i counsel and respondent, respondent sought to settle this mateer
quietly, “in house,” according to coded but expressly clear PBS] cotporate
paslance.

13. That is, in exchange for restitution, PBSJ indicated it would not
contact law enforcement sbout the corpomste embezzlement, as it had
‘successfully’ kept other similar incidents “in house™ in the past.

‘ In & recent SEC filing, respondent snnounced sn unprecedented 4- year
“tolling agreement” promising not to sue Wickett to sell back his $1.2
million in PBSJ stock, but he won't get any money now. Though Wickett
denies any wrongdoing, it has been reported that he is under investigation for
over hilling government clients and making illegal campaign contributions.
Clw:ly tlmpuuveandd:htotyappmchbyPBSJ and the govemnment’s less
enthusiastic ongmngmmupm”mdeumthelowmbytbe
vmmdgovenmtmwhi:hthummuhubemwed.!«
Christensen & Danner, PBS¢] Mey Haw Claims Agsinst Bx-Chairman, MIAMI
HERALD (Feb. 17, 2007).
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14. Rather than have the US Attorney review any of its books,
systems and records and uncover incriminating evidence of other more
setious offenses committed by the company itself,’ and it’s officers and
Board Members, it seemed more prudent from a business model—
missing its moral compase- that it was just ‘better to take the hit.’

F. Complsinant’s Debdefing by US Attorneys and FBI

15. Complainant and het counsel alerted the US Attorneys Office as
their discussions with PBS]J regarding restitution were ongoing.

16. On Apsl 20, 2005, Complainant, with counsel, met with the FBI,
the Director and Deputy Directors of the US Attomey’s Office Economic
Crdmes Section and disclosed the details and dynamics of the
‘misappropriation™ which is what the US Attorney was focusing upon, almost
wd:eadumnofnyuﬁlnytheComphnmh:dmlhegovemment’s
delibuauonoftlmvuymveptoncutomlmue—ahouldmjmdthe

17. And if so, why hasn’t the Justice Department, Criminal or Civil,
or this independent agency (FEC) even requested to speak with Complainant in
the past two years?

18.  Almost as a begrudging footnote, the FBI-302 (April 20, 2005)
form mentions at the end “, . [F]otthepun-pptouimﬂdyﬁheenym,
PBS] has been making contributions through their employees in
viclation of election laws.” Id (emphasis added). Was this information
teansitted to the FEC? If so, in a timely mannez/ Aad by whom?

% Acconding to SEC Form10-K (1/27/2007), respondent conducts a

ing 77% of its business with governmental components, a genuine
Halliburton © geplication on a smaller scale (4000 employees, but engineering
and design contracting for urban, murl, global, transportation, infrastructure,
military procuzement, sitports, roads, #%.).

5
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G.  Sen. Max Cleland Donation Reimbursed by PBS]

19. Ms. Garcis, it had been speculated, was thought by some to have
been the source of evidence in 2006 of another recent allegation of unlawful
reimbursement by PBSJ to a candidate for the United States Senate in 2002,
The then incumbent Senator received an out-of state- donation from James
Breland, identified in FEC reports as an employee of PBS].

20. Yetit was the Miami Hetald® not the Department of Justice, that
keptpmhng.d:mmdupbmghmﬂuﬁcemdsmy setving as the
impacted trade industries’ most reliable access to information. They reported:

*There is absolutely no basis to believe that any political
contribution would influence the award of aay governmeat
contract,” [PBS] spokesman] ssid. "PBS&] is awarded contracts
on its ability and nothing else." . ..

The Breland contribution was just one of the complex illegal
donations that were part of the way PBS&] did business, Garcia
said.

The story, according to Garcia: She used different accounting
tricks to make reimbursements look like legitimate bonuses or
business expenses. There were forms for repayment requests.
When the "steaw” donors owed tax on their reimbursement, the
company covered it by mising their paychecks.

"On one occasion, I got a list with 40 to 80 names on it and
reimbursement amounts from $5,000 to $20,000," said Garcia,
43,

¢ Dan Christensen & Patrick Danner, CAMPAIGN MONEY:: Insider Algges
Dosation Scheme: A Former Manager in the Enginuering Firm PBS& Detailed an
Allged Company Practics of Using Employses as 'Straw’ Dosors to Political Campaigns,
MAIMI HERALD (Oct. 2, 2006) Al.
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Another employee who pleaded guilty to the embezzlement,
former Accounts Paysble Managet Rosasio Licata of Davie, was
also involved, Garcia said. Among other things, she typed
Breland's check. . .

Id

H. PBS] Damage Control, Backpedaling & Prompt Civil Closure
Agreements Based on Demonstrably Inaccurate Data
From the Aggrieved Vendor(s)

21. In light of PBSJ’s pemsistent denisls of post-1990°s illegal
Schnapp, Esq. trivislizes his client’s obvious pattern of greasing the political
machinery without temporal “post-1990’s” limits.

"In the 1990s, thete was some reimbursement of [employees for]
political contributions,” he ssid. But those gifts, he claimed, wese
more a case of a few bad apples, not a totten cozpomte culture.”™"

7 Matthew Mutray, DOJ Eyes Dowor Reimbursement, ROLL CALL (Oct. 12,
2006). “Benson Weintraub, an attomey for Maria Gatcia, one of the three
former PBS&] employees, suggested that the 2002 cozpomte reimbursement
for the Georgia Senate race is just the tip of the iceberg,”

"I's our impression that there has been a wide proliferstion of political
corruption by PBS&]," Weintraub said. "We believe that the illegal campaign
contributions wete widespread on & national basis.

*The more information [that is] uncovered will indicate the scale and scope of
2 pattern of illegal campaign contributions,” he said.

Garcia's attomey also said a member of PBS&]'s board recently told him the
reimbursement of illegal campaign contributions “unfortunately still continues
today." -

Mark Schnapp, an sttormney for PBS&J, acknowledged that the
reimbursement Deloach admitted to was not an isolated incident. . . ” Id

(emphasis added).
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22. The pre-eminent Capitol Hill daily described the Cleland matter

this way:

Documents obtained by Re// Cell, first seported by the Miawi
Horald, suggest that Deloach was not alone in reimbursing PBS

the only one who used embezzled money.

In a fax dated March 2002, Jim Breland appears to utge Skip
Homan, a fellow PBS&) executive, to make a donation to the
re-clection campaign of then-Sen. Max Cleland (D-Ga.).

"Bob Matthews called with this request ... 2 'personal favor,"
the fax cover sheet reads, “Bob also said the contribution would
notgomnoucedby[Geoga]Gov [Roy] Bames. He is
strongly backing Sen. Cleland.

The second page of Breland's fx, also dated March 15, 2002,
sppeats to be on company letterhead, titled "Contribution

Request Form"™:

"Name of Payee on Check: Friends of Max Cleland
" Amount of Contribution Requested: $2,000."
An attached Post-It seads: "To be reimbursed.”

Does the “Revolving Doot™ of Palitical & Government
Contractors/Procurement Officials Lend Itself to Conditions
In Which PBS] Must Diminish the Electoral Franchise and
the Significance of Violating Federal, State & Local Election
Laws?

24. The core of the government’s decision not to “credit” Complainant
with full, complete, and unqualified cooperation at sentencing in connection

with self scottiog the mi satica (ot political on informar

they believed had limited or no utility in 2005) as promised, was modified by
the govemnment due to her opening of Pandom’s Box which gives considemble
substance to the impression based on evidence, not speculation that no law
enforcement agency is setiously examining the potential campaign
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violation laws committed by PBS] and its employees, ceiminal and civil;
cotpotate and individual. *

J.  The“Real® PBSJ

25. PBS]— make no mistake— envelope themselves 23 “model
corporate citizens” with the trappings and appearsnce of “respectability” only
as their spin doctors, public relations firms, and even as attomeys arrogandy
PREDICT that no criminal charges will be brought against the company, isser
akis for violation of FECA is a serial criminal, a corpomte offender with

K.  More PBSJ Back Pedaling

26. Roll Call reported that: “Matk Schnspp, an attoroey for PBS&J, . .
. denied that the company is the subject of a DOJ investigation and that the
company systematically abused campaign finance lxws.” Id.

Matk Schnapp, a Miami lawyer for PBS&]J, acknowledged that
company money apparently was used in the 1990s to make illegal
reimbursements but said they "were not of any significant

magnitude.”

"Chasges shouldn't be on the table, and as far as [ know they
aren't," Sch nepp said.

said DeLoach carried out the teimbursement scheme
described by the government in coust papers alone to put "himself
into a highly visible position in the Mel Mattinez campaign.” He did
not elaborate.

*  Similardy, DeLoach’s counsel recently stated in court pleadings that “. . .
[l]thhthemy'smmutwﬁmhudiouedum Deloachua

potential witness and t0 keep public focus on his individual
wrongdoing (DESO-Z)(emphmndded) As to Complainant, 2 fartian,
her public statements sbout the lacksidasic pursuit of this matter by the
govemnment has subjected her to impermissible constitutional retaliation as
alleged in case No. 06-20583-Cs-King, s,
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PBS&] has made more than $500,000 in political contributions
since 2003. The alleged scheme to repay conttibutions emetged

pmbemﬂnembeulmentledbyd:eu.s Attorney's
Office and the FBI, which has gone on fot a year.*

Does PBS] know something mote about not being charged for violating federl
election laws than us? Consider Schnapp’s prediction:

Schnapp declined to discuss the nature of the improper
donations but ssys he does not expect the company will
be chatged becanse of them.*

M. PBSPs Favorable Disposition With the Civil Division of DOJ
Washington Settling All Claims by PBS] for Fraudulent Over
Billing and False Claims as a Federal Government
Contractor

21. PBS] did, however, reach a very sweet settlement with its federal
government contractors resulting in a net payment by PBS]J of only $6.4 million
pussuant to the False Claims Act, 31 US.C. §§ 3729-3733."

*  Lsc Git, Christenson & Danner, MIAMI HERALD (SEPT. 19, 2006).

1°  http://ent.construction.com/news/ finance /archives /061002d.asp
(10/2/2006).

" “We recognize sound policy reasons may exist for providing the
FEC with independent litigating suthority in this Court for actions
enforcing the FECA. Congress' decision to create the FEC as an
sgency and to charge it with the civil enforcement of the FECA was
undoubtedly influenced by Congress' belizfthatlhe]unﬂcel)epnmnmt,
headedbyal’teddendalappdme,nﬂglnchmuoimte
infractions committed by membess of the President's own puty
See, ¢.g, Federal Election Reform, 1973: Hearings before the Subcommittee on
Priveleges [dc] and Elections and the Senate Committee on Rules and
Administration, 93d Cong., 1st Sess., 17, 177, 186 (1973); Fedetal Election
'Actofl973c}luﬂng:befunﬂ:e8ubcommon
Communications of the Senate Committee on Commerce, 93d Cong,, 1st Sess.,

70-71 (1973).” Rehnquist, Ch. J. (fot the Court)(emphasis added).

10
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28. Though this Agreement is not directly germane to matters within
the jurisdiction of this agency, the agreement binds 2 number of governmental
components from further claims or prosecution against PBS], including the
IRS:

“4. Notwithstanding 20y term of this Settlement
Agreement, speci reserved and excluded from
the scope and terms of this Settiement Agreement as
to any entity or person (including PBS]) are
the following: () Any civil, criminal or
administrative liability arising under Title 26, United
States Code (Internal Revenue Service); (b) any
criminal Bability. . .”

I

29. However, the agreement is silent as to any other matter within the
jutisdiction of an ageacy of the United States, ¢g, FEC, especislly since the
agreement is construed in the Emited context of “the scope and terms of this
Settlement Agreement” teganding fraud and over billing of federsl government
contractors, not the investigation of vioclations and potential sanctions for
viclation of federal election laws. To stipulate otherwise would be void and
contrary to public policy and the administration of justice.

30. This Agreement does not immunize the respondent

or its officers, past and present, from ctiminal or civil

lishility arising from demonstrably provable violations of federal election
laws within the jurisdiction of the FEC.

11
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CONCLUSION
A. Introduction

That the FEC is an “independent agency” statutorily politically balanced
and enhanced by a professional career staff with particularized non-partisan
expetise is of paramount importance in this case.

The fact that complsinant first exposed evidence of serial federal, state
and local campaign violations 24 months ago—and has never been re-
interviewed by any law eaforcement agency or the FEC—especially since the
US Attomey for the Southern District of Florida claims thege is an “ongoing
investigation” is not only appalling, but apparently impacted by outside
considerations.

B. FBI & DOJ Ignore Evidenoe of Campaign Violstions

‘Two years has been more than adequate, by any reasonable prosecutorial
standard, to develop and charge 2 case with testimonial and documentaty
evidence obtained or discoversble much earlier (despite complainant’s plea
apparently, rebuffed by the US Attomey 24 months ago, that search warsants
be executed upon respondent’s electronic and other records to preserve
evﬂenee),thcpmddayﬁn'pmmmon and mdmng”pem“’s
cooperation now, at sentencing, is pretextual] and is the product of
lugelyinardcuhblcnench"ofthcn]mlnpttthempofgovmmt
contmctors and big government, what President Eisenhower called the
Military Industrial Complex.

C. ‘Next-Generation’ Military-Industrial Complex
However, 1ke never envisioned the ‘next-generation’ relationship of

Shobal- techwological — military - commescial relationships— s if on steroids —
with the “revolving door” which is used each day at PBS].

®  As stated by Justice Stewart in another context, “I know it when I see
it.” Jacobellis 3. Obie, 378 US 184, 197 (1964).

12
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D. Retaliation for Complainant’s Cooperation

Finally, complsinant’s substantial sassistance— acconding to the
government for sentencing putposes— was to relate only to her role in the
misappropriation offense, not the illegal campaign contributions. That was fine.

However, when complsinsat’s counsel demanded that the government
certify petitioner’s substantial assistance to the sentencing judge, it balked, not
because she didn’t perform as promised, but now the prosecutor states there is
an amorpbous “ongoing investigation” and does not want complsinant credited
inter alia until the government ‘decides” whether, after 2 years, they should “use”
her a8 2 witness.

E. Review by Independent Non-Partisan Agency & Courts

In conclusion, the independence and non-partisan pressures of the
conventional law enforcement process is checked by an INDEPENDENT
investigation of the factual assertions, swom to below, set forth herein by this
sgency unaffected by the undenisble pressures of high stakes lobbying for
political access ceeated by the feeding frenzy over campaign contsibutions.

In this case, the evidence plainly demonstrates evidence of material non-
compliance and major cotporate and individual violations of fedeml clection
laws and regulations. An investigation should be undertaken, instonsr, assigned
an MUR, and allocsted staff commensurate with the seriousness of the proof
and nature of the chatges to expedite the enforcement process.

Finally, the US Constitution’s Sepanstion of Powets doctrine vests full
final discretion and suthority in & “neutral and detached” Asticle III Judge to
place all of these factors and a myriad of other issues in context insulated from
the political pressures of the outside powers that be.

Respectfully submitted,
MARIA M. GARCIA

13
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¢/o BENSON WEINTRAUB, Esq.
Coungel for

1 E. Broward Blvd. #700

Ft. Lauderdale, FL. 33301

Tel. 954/713-8018

Fax 954/745-4501
bensonweintrsub@msn.com

PAUL D. PETRUZZI, E-q
Counsel for

100 N. Biscayne Blvd. #1100
Miami, FL. 33132

Tel. 305/373-6773

Fax 305/373-3832

Petruzzi-law@msn.com

ATTACHMENTS:

Privacy Act Waiver

14




29044253607

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
999 E Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463
MUR No.

X

In Re: The PBS&] Corp.
5300 W. Cypress Street
Suite 200
Tampa, Flotids 33607
[EID] No. 59-1494168,

COMPLAINANT’S PRIVACY ACT WAIVER

I, MARIA M. GARCIA, complainant in the referenced matter, hereby
WAIVE MY RIGHTS under the Privacy Act of 1974, 5 US.C. §§552a, &
req, to suthorize and request this agency, the FEDERAL ELECTION
COMMISSION (FEC), to relesse any and all records, verbal information,
documents, and data compilations of any kind in any system of records
maintained by this agency, upon request, to:

BENSON WEINTRAUB, Beq.
1 E. Broward Bivd. #700

Ft. Lauderdale, FL. 33301

Tel. 954/713-8018

Fax 954/745-4501
bensonweintraub@msen.com

[CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE]
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PAUL D. PETRUZZI, Esq.
100 N. Biscayne Blvd. #1100
Miami, FL. 33132

Tel. 305/373-6773

Fax 305/373-3832

Petruzzi-lsw{@msn.com

1 HEREBY WAIVE MY RIGHTS UNDER THE PRIVACY ACT OF 1974
TO AUTHORIZE AND REQUEST DISCLOSURE OF THE RECORDS
DESCRIBED ABOVE TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENTS, ON
REQUEST, NOTWITHSTANDING FOIA, THANK YOU.

By: .
4

NOTARY ATTESTATION

Before me this date appeated Matia M. Garcia, personally known to me end
besring personal identification, and after fiest being duly sworn, affixed her
signature sbove to the second page of a 2-page document entitted PRIVACY
ACT WAIVER which was and SEALED UNTO ME this

18
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I cestify that the foregoing int was sent via FEDEX on theo’/day of
February 2007, Air Bill No. to:

Office of General Counsel
ENFORCEMENT DIVISION
FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION
999 E Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

o dalostid./
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